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to reject them. And so, Mr. Truman, it
was not some big-hearted thing, he
started the school lunch program so
that we would have healthy kids. And
yet we are still questioning whether
these youngsters, we are putting the
pressure on the States to make cuts in
welfare in every single jurisdiction.

The chorus of hollering is going to
start when these bills start passing and
State governments have to deal with
what we have put out there as an insur-
mountable problem for them, a man-
date from us that they have to find the
money for.

Finally, education of kids. That is a
value. You want kids to have an edu-
cation. You want parents to have an
education. Kids follow the model of
their own parents. If we do not help
these people on welfare get an edu-
cation, if we make it an insurmount-
able task, the kids do not see their own
mother or own father get an education.

My belief is we can do better than
this, and I hope when we pass a perma-
nent bill we will.

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in 2002 and 2003 this
House passed long-term reauthoriza-
tion legislation to encourage more
work among welfare recipients and to
provide more resources for States to
assist low-income families. And I have
heard several on the other side, my
good friend from Washington, talk
about values, talk about Democrat val-
ues, Republican values. He spoke about
the amount of funding.

Let me just mention that under the
Democrat values of the programs that
we had twice as many who were on wel-
fare than were on welfare today be-
cause caseloads were cut in half during
our current Ilegislation while Tem-
porary Assistance to Needy Families,
TANF, funds were fixed and child care
funds grew, Federal funds per TANF
families more than doubled. As a mat-
ter of fact, in 1996 the average family
under the old Democrat plan had $6,934
average approximate per family. In 2004
these same families had $16,185 because
the program was block granted, and it
was an equal amount of funding com-
ing in and it was not reduced.

This, Mr. Speaker, would be the 10th
extension of these programs since 2002.
However, I believe this process of con-
tinued extensions of welfare programs
is finally nearing an end. I expect that
the House will soon act on and pass
comprehensive welfare reform legisla-
tion as part of the budget reconcili-
ation process. But until that happens,
it is important that we continue these
programs and we do need to pass this
bill today. Therefore, I urge all of my
colleagues to support this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
California (Mr. HERGER) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 3021, as amended.
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The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 3021.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 3058 and that I may include
tabular material on the same.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

———

MAKING IN ORDER AMENDED
VERSION OF H.R. 3058, TRANS-
PORTATION, TREASURY, HOUS-
ING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT,
THE JUDICIARY, THE DISTRICT
OF COLUMBIA, AND INDE-
PENDENT AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2006

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that during
consideration of H.R. 3058, pursuant to
House Resolution 342, the amendment
that I have placed at the desk be con-
sidered as adopted in the House and in
the Committee of the Whole and con-
sidered as the original text for purpose
of further amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment to H.R. 3058 offered by Mr.
KNOLLENBERG:

Strike the dollar amount on page 176, line
26, and insert in lieu thereof ‘“$283,975,000"’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

The

———————

TRANSPORTATION, TREASURY,
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP-
MENT, THE JUDICIARY, THE DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA, AND INDE-
PENDENT AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 342 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3058.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3058)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Transportation, Treasury,
and Housing and Urban Development,
the Judiciary, District of Columbia,
and independent agencies for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2006, and for
other purposes, with Mr. MCHUGH in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. KNOLLENBERG) and the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
OLVER) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. KNOLLENBERG).

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Chairman,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to present
to the House the Fiscal Year 2006
Transportation, Treasury, HUD appro-
priations bill which was passed out of
committee via voice vote last week.

Before getting into the specifics of
the bill, I want to commend the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
LEWIS) and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY),
for their tireless work to finish these
bills by the end of this week.

Here we are on June 29 marking up
the final of the 11 spending bills. I am
sure that the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Chairman LEWIS) has been sav-
ing best for last.

Mr. Chairman, I must acknowledge
the role that my ranking member, the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
OLVER), played in assembling this bill.
I consider him a partner in creating
the product before you because his
input has been invaluable. We have
found common ground more often than
not, and what few differences remain
are the result of honest disagreement.
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He and I have had several conversa-
tions about almost every facet of this
bill. The staff has met repeatedly, and
information has been shared in a time-
ly manner. I believe the bill is stronger
because of the input the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. OLVER) has
provided.

I also want to mention, of course, the
staff which has contributed heavily and
in mighty ways, extraordinary ways, to
the completion of this bill. My clerk,
Dena Baron, Cheryle Tucker, David
Gibbons, David Napoliello, Steve
Crane, Tammy Hughes, Kristen Jones;
and on the minority side, Mike Malone,
the clerk, and Michelle Burkett. They
have done tremendous work.

As my colleagues know, this is the
committee’s first year with its current
jurisdiction, and I believe the product
before us is worthy of this body’s
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